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ABSTRACT

) Following World Wwar I, many Americans plunged into
_sport, and found the Sabbath a convenient and popular day for
engaging in sporting events, especially since Sunday activities had
. become commonplace durirg the War and acceptable in many areas.
However, when Pennsylvanians turned to sport on the Sabbath, they
wvere confronted by the state's archaic blue law of 1794 which
. prohibited all gports and diversions on Sundays. In 1926, ‘the
Philadelphia Athjetics baseball team tested the statute by scheduling .
a Sunday contest{with the Chicago ®hite Sox. The game was played
without incident,) but Sabbatarians protested and brought this issue
before the court In 1927 the Pennsylvania Supreme Court concurring
with Sabbatarian c¢harges, ordered the Athletics not to schedule any
more Sunday games under penalty of forfeiting its charter of
incorporation. It was not-until 1933, after several battles in the
Pennsylvania legislature, that the Sunday lobby generated enough
votes to modify the 1794 statute. The new law permitted baseball and
—football on Sunday afternoofs between 2:00 and 5:30 p.m., if the
voters nf any locality approved. The electorate in Pennsylvania's
metropolitan areas voted heavily in favor of Sunday sports at the
November 1933 elections. Immediately after the electioms,’
professional football teams began playing on Sundays in Pittsburgh
and Philadelphia, inaugurating the first legal, Sunday sports in
Pennsylvania's history. (2uthor/Js) ,\
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) SUNDAY. SPORT COMES TO PENNSYLVANIA: PROFESSIONAL 3.8E3ALL -0D FOOTILLL
TRIUMPrH OVER THE COMMHONUEALTH'S ARCHAIC BLUE LaWs, 19.3-1933

"The nation, released from years of glom and suppression, is

- expigssing the reaction by plunging into spo‘:t."1 This feelin; por-

trayed in a New York Times' editorial was widespread in america fol=

lowing World War I. American servicemen, schooled in Loxing, bascball,

- . football, and volleyball for training as well as recreational pur:oses,

S
/ 4 .

returnced home and continued to engage in these activities. J3inultan-

cously, the civilian pdrulace found sport a satisfyiny; experience for
their recreational and entertainrnent needs vl ich had been drastically
inhibited, if not curtailed, by the austerity resultins fron tiie war. -

In add.tion to igniting a sports boom in Americc, the Creat dJar

unleashed forces which initiated the final breakdown of tihe stirict
American Sabbath. The war made Sabbath enforce c¢nt ecn%renely diflicult,

if not inmpossible. iartime e .erge.cies required aro.nd-the-clock labor
I .

not oqhy at the battle {ront, but ilso on t.e domestic scene. ..ititary
I ‘ i

training and athletic projrams were com onjlace on tie Jabbath at army
! .

ca..ps» These trends, although to @ lesser degree, contin-ed in Jnerica
! 2 '
! 1 - [AT} PN . l\' 1 st 't ~ ‘sor

af ter, the war. Thus, wartinme pressures coupled vith arsterity at none

! .
caused Americans to turn to sport--both as participants and spectatirrse-

4
foll#wing the armistice, and inericams in increasingly lar er nunb.rs

|

engﬁged in sport on Sundays.
! . ) ,
i A number of Pennsylvanians, similar to nany other anericans,

r

found the 3abuhath a conveniert day for enjoying sports ani arusce ents,

: : N .
Their actions, however, conflicted with the Comronwealth's age~old blue
' .

law which prohibited any kind of sport or diversion on the Jabbath.
j |
! |
t 1
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Pennsylvania's blue laws were a reflection of the state's religious

heritages .The Society of Friends, popularly knoun as quakers, and Scots-

aw

A Irish Presbyterians detested most sports and amusecments because such

activities, in their eyes, contributed to idleness. Joth reli:;ious

denominations despisc. idleness because it was incompiatible with Lheir
sécial ethic of industriousness and productivity. t:tietistic in outlook,
eagﬁ denomination adopte:l ngislétion t> preserve the strict vabbath
and to suppress i{rivolous sports while it lield rennsylvania's political

reins. *Jhen the Friends were in con.and during ieansylvania's ecarly
. :

history, they enacted one lav to protect the Sablhath fron s.cul.r activ-

’

ities and another law {or the suppres.ion o. idle sports and anusaenents,
’ 1 N 3
i - - ) > . . .
such as cockfights, bull=baits, sta ¢ plays, and canvling, ganes. As
@
i'ennsylvania's population (iversified during the eighte.nth century,

v 1
some sports becadlae acceptable on weekdays and vere cven engaged in on

Sundays. Jhen the political pover in ! ennsylvania shifted to tiic Ilcots-
Irish iresbyterians at the time of the American Jlevolution, they dewed

it necessary in 1779 to combine into one statute the Jabuath obscrvance

law and the lav crainst frivolous sports. This blue law was nedified
~ (53 H

. . . . 4 e P ..
slightly in 1786 and again,in 17%4. rietistic and tabhatarian injlu-
4 \

ences kept the 1794 blue law intact througiout tiie nincteenth and well
into the twenticth centuries. This archaic statute of 1794 confronted

Pennsylvanians at the close of Vorld iar 1 and hanpered their partici-

pation in sports and arcusements on Sundays.

[ Following the war, several Pennsyivania lavmakers introduced
lejislation to liberalize the state's Sabbath laws. J3abbatarians, how-

ever, successfully resisted rejcated attempts to open the sabbath at the

Q |
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3
1919, 1921, 1923, and 1925 iegislative sessions.5 Two incidents, however,
one in Philadelphia and one in Pittsburgh, showed the intensity with
which the 1794 blue law was questioned.

In May of 1919, ghe‘commissioners of Philadelphia's public parks
passed a resolution permitting such outdoor activities as baseball, ten-
nis, and_golf on Sundays at the city's publi; parks.’ Altﬁough Philadel-
phians-im previous }ears had enjoyed thep; and other sporting :}tivitxes

on Sundays in the parks, the commissionérs, supported by Mayor Thomas B.

Smith, deemed it necessary to issue a positive statement regarding Sun-

day activities in the parks.6 This declaration sparked an immediate and

1] . . '

abrasive response from several Sabbatarian groups. Spealiing on beualf
of the Philadelphia Sabbath Association, tte Reverend/ﬂnr/Thomas T.
Mutchler promised an all-out offensive to end this kind of Sabbath dese-

cration "in the interest of public morality."7

Moving quickly, Sabbatarians broug' t the Sabbath issue be‘ore the -

Pﬂiladelphia County Court of Coﬁmon Pleas charging that Sunday sports in
the city parks was a violation of the 1794 statute. Mr. Justice Wilyiam
H. Staake, after c'nsidering testimony from béth gides of the controver-
sial Sabbafh issue, dismissed the case and encouraged liberal eniurcement
of the 1794 blue law. Justice.Staake believed that physical exercise and
and athletics were as vital as food and sleep, for many of the physical
defects of military inductees revealed by the conscription examinations
were '"attributable to lives spent in toil unrelieved by opportunities

for physical recreation and development." As for Sunday sports destroye
ing the sanctity of the Sabbath, the justice asserted that military per-

sonnel partiiiyated in games and athletics on Sundays without detrirent
|

’
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to their'ieligion or Christian duty; in fact, such activit§ nourished
¥ . ’

their health and morale. Now that "thousands of young men accustomcd .

.
-

to this form of behavior are;demobilized," continued Staake, "every en-

couragement should be offered them to continue “to lead clean, health=-

8
ful 1lives.™ Sabbatarian?f dissatisfied with Justice Staake's ruling,

-

appealed to the Pennsylvania Suggene Courtu- The high court upheld
Staake's decision and dismigséd the appeal.9

| ‘ i ; \ , .
: In spite of the judiciary's encouragement of liberal enforce.uent

-

of the 1794 hlue law, the conflict between :Sabbatarian dcﬂands for a

!

- 8trict Sabbath and twentieth-century pressures for an open Sunday re-

. AN
mained unresolved, and as such, resulted in the traglc death of a 23- '“‘/ C
year old hﬂladelphia man, A group of youths in Philadelphia's Kensing; 7
ton diat icJ made it a practice of playing baseball on Sundays in a /
vacant lo ‘ﬁEEF’St. George's Episcopal Church. The rector had often

o complained in the past about the noise fron the games because it dis-

— —

o turbed ‘his Sunday services. On one Sunday in May, 1921, the commotion |
. " . |

\ 1

from a baseball game was so distracting that the rector hiﬂ to stop his
service. One vestryman approaciied the players and asked them to stop'f

i

the game; when they refused, he summoned the police. When the patr017
man responding to the call attempted to break up the baseball game, ’
several players and on-lookers attacked him with clubs, knocking him to
the ground and then kicking him. In desperation, the patrolman drewf

his pistol and fired blindly into the mob, killing the young man. Church-

men. immediately blamed the mayor and the public safety director for this

;

dreadful incident.lo

¢

An editorial in the Philadelphia Public Ledger, attenpting to ex-




5
plain the u;derlying cq&é:—?f this tragedy, held that the prohibition of
Sunday Ba;eball is widely disregarded because "a large section of publi;
opinion&tegards thg fxisting law « « & és antiqgated and inapplicable to -
present-day conditid&ﬁ, o o o The.ediiorial assailed sabbatarians for o
W

blocking attempts in the state legislature to bring th& Sunday law in

. +

.

"harmony with the ptévailing sentiment of the community.'" Had the 1794

blue law been brought up to date, the editorial continued, youths would °

.

have realized the impropriety of playing baseball during Sundéy churéh

‘services aﬁd the Keﬁéington tragedy would have been airetted.l1

_ While Philadelphia wtestléd with the Sunday baseballiconttovetsy, *
Pigtsburghers becahe entangled in a battle involving‘séﬁhay foptbali;
Already in 1920, dozens, of independent,;emi-ﬁrofessional football teams

in the Pittsburgh area played Sunday games.12 Football - teams generally
/ . .

represented neighborhoods or athletic cluhs in Pittsburgh and small in-
dustrial towns around the city.‘ These teams dgpeﬁdea on Sundéy ganeg

for their existence because Saturday football, long monopolized by the

v -

. colleges, was imptegnablé to the professionals. Then, too, Sunday foot-

LN

'ball became a necessity for those professional clubs wuich adopted the .

practice of hiting college stars who offered tileir services under

assumed names.l3 Professional Eeams played on Sundays in certain Pitts:

Commumties
burgh neighborhoods and, in surrounding, where residents and police were

sympathetic toward them;la

The diséute over Sunday football in Pittsburgh erupted in 1926
when the North Side Hope=larveys, an independent, semi-professional tpém;
acheduied a Sunday contest with its cross-town rival from the south side.
Upon hearing of the proposed ‘football game, the Reverend J. Alvin dtr,

//
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paatoﬂ of the First United Pfesbytetian Church, askéd the police to stop

" the game. Public Safety Director James M. Clark, honoring the Reveérend

Mr. Orr’'s request,‘ordered(ihp Pittsburgh police to stop all Sunday
,games‘within its jurisdiction.ls The Hope~Harveys obsexved Clark's
T 5

order and transferred its‘game to Steubenville, Ohio, where Sﬁnq§y ball
Y PR B .

was permitted. Other teams, however, agtempted to blay their games in
Pittsburgh. Of the, five Sdnday football games scheduled, police halted

three, unintentionally overlooked one, and stopped one temporarily. The

latter contest, however,\resumed once police left the scene.16
- . N

~ : o
On the advice of City Solicitor Charles A. Waldschmidt, Public

safety Director Clark extended the Sunday ban on football to includé all

. law . — P
sports because the 1794 blue:ptohibited all sporting activities on the
Lord‘s Day. Clatkﬁlatet revised his proclamation, fqrbidding only foot-
ball and ba<eball on Sundays.l The public safety di;ectot justified his

action with the lo,ic that football and basebal: attracted crowds and

created public disotdets.17

/

Critics charged tuat political pressure

.

from tiayor Charles Il. Kline and Public %orks Director Edward C. Lang
forced Clark to modify his position on thé Sunday sports ban. Both Kline

and Lang feared their administration would lose too many votes unless

tennis, golf, and other sporting activities were removed from the Sunday

bqn.ls i ’ L.

~ .

The independent football teams atte .pted to fight the public safe-

ty director's ban on Suﬁday football. -Reptesentatives ftom forty~eight

A
teams in the Pitisburgh area met and outlined strategy for dealing with
'Clark's directive. They hoped to raisé enough funds to bring their

cause before the courts' where they would scek an injunction, restraining

-
’

v k2
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polic; from stopping their games. All they wanted was the sar.e ptivi-,

/ . . )
lege football teams enjoyed in the neighboring states of iVest Virginia,
* . ’ (‘
Ohio, and New York--that is, the right to play football on Sundays. 2

Organized football's efforts, however, failed to yunerate tli.e necessary

funds to support a course of legal action. Cocnsequently, nunicrous teams

Sunda
folded; those that survived, did so by playing as man?ﬂgaé%s as nossible

:

with tcams in Pittsburgh's subutban-communities, or by moving tleir -
home games to towns where local magistrates and police did no%menfotce

the 1794 blue 1aw2?0 " .
Although professional football failed to win.immediate .approval

for Sunday games in Pittsbuigh, it gave the Sunday sports move:ent valu-
/ - N -

. able ,publicitye. Fgotbail's campaign for Sunday games and l'hiladelphia's /

Sunday.basebagl issue set the stage for orgarized sport to break thfough,/

Pennsylvania's legal barrier against Sunday sports and recreation. This

H « .

breakthrough, however, could not have occuttéd vnen it did had it not

béen for the tapidl& developing sogiai changes of the 1920's.

" During the .period between World War I and the Great Depression,

America experienced a revolution in manners and morals. A series of

~

diverse forces, ecach one playing upon the other, brought about this ;

- 1

revolt., :The post-war disillusionment, the new status oﬁ women, Freudian |

psychology, the automobile, prohibition, and tm movies ‘interacted with
‘ A ; .

v H

one another to‘Bttng about a relaxation of America's moral behavior.

These [orces, combined with emerging scientific principles and the theory

-

of evolution, gttongly.modlfied’tbe'Ametican attitude toward religion.

hd -~

Churches and ministers lost prcéstile. More and more Americans turned

away from the churches and the clergy as the final authority on impor-

t
tant moral issues, ?

> . TR
P -~

<




8
. Partly responsible for the“loss of respect for churcimen was the

American intelligentsia. 1t was skeptical bf_téligion, thnuph it rade
O =

- P .
no coPsciops attempt to prosyletize. What it resented most was the

mounting intolerance and restrictions on personal liberty. It despised
¥

prohibitiodn, censotship,\ﬁpndpmentalism, and all other limitations of

*» -

.~ -.freedom. It believed Americans yere beset with "too niany laws,'" aud
> < - 1

v
-~

Ehgt people "ought. to be left alone." This aura of “festhesness and

-~

» irritability'" was America's teactibn to the seriousness of lifg which

-«

4

grew out of the Great itar, ghe Red Scare, and the rejuvenation of the

‘. . hd

e .
.Ku Rtux Klan. ifany AmenLc% g/coped( with this uneasy pefiod by turning

to amusement and entertainmgnt. Du ing tlie tyenties spéri becane 'an
. P : :
American obsession.'" Basebal:., horseracing, golf, and tennis enjoyed

-

unparalleled success.é1 -Emerging from this unstable and rebellious

X

atmosphere came the drive which, spearlicaded by organized baseball,

. ) . ,
eventually eradicated Pennsylvania's antie-sporting blue laws.

* . The Philadelphia Athlatics Professional’Baseball Club, in dire

»

financial straits due to the exortitant salaries comnanded by some of

’

its playgts, looked for a ?:jﬁjgyrce of.incgpe., $unday baseball repre-
- ) i . L X .

sented- an untapped reservoi
3

+And the AthletMcs ‘planned to exploit it.
The Sesqui-Centennial Exposition, held in Philadeiphia in 1926, won the
right to open on Sunday. This privilege ‘granted to the Exposition gave

John B. Shibe, vice-ptégident of thé Athletics,‘xhe_ammunition he necded

22

to experiment with Sunday baseball. Shibe.saw no difference between

the Exposition and a baseball game--they were both entertainwent. The

Athletics scheduled a baseball game for a Sunday-in’dugust, 1926, to

S

test the antiquated statute of 1794 which forbade Sunday sports. In




-

order to prevent the Phi}adelphia'police from stopping the gane, the

Athletics sccured from the court of common pleas an injunction barring

.

\ /
Philadelphia's public officials/££9M:interfering with the "playing or

T

conduct'" of the basebalr‘gﬁééj/'Pﬁiladelphia mayor W. Frecland Kendrick
and Director of Public Safety George W. Elliot agreed to honor the ipjunc-
tion, though they both were staunch opponents of\Sunéay'baseball. fhg '
Reverend _illiam Be FornFy and twelve other members of the Philadelphia

Sabbath “Association plann%? to pg_én hand to see if any "breach of peace"

occurred during the contest. "The Athletici," remarked Forney, 'are

placed in a peculiar position of violating law simpl: because the

penalty imposed is so'much less..than the financial beanefit Qerived that

23

cenent warned the

lawlessness becomes profitable." &

The Athletics' mana
i

spectators against iaking loud fdises that might distirb the neighborhood

. DT \ - . . o

surrounding Shibe Park and be jcuonsirued as a Kbreach of peace." The|game
. e

was played in a light drizzle 'without incidentx Although the rain kept

|

the attendance down to 10,000, the Athletics’ manage: ent was pleasci

. < \ » ! . .
the outcome. The crowd conducteéxitself perfectly, and the Athletics

with

v

* 4 R ,
scored a 3=2 victory over the Chic ago White Sox.2 The Athletics pLanned

no further Sunday games for the 1926 season because the schedule was set
and changing it would involve a burdensome task.
In October, 1926, Penns.lvania attorn€y-general George V. Woodruff

filed charges in the Dauphin County Courf of Co'.non Pleas at Harrisburg

againét the Athletics for playing baseball on a Sundaye. " This coutt, fe-

7

fining baseball as a business, ruled that suchCOntests\on bdﬁdays wer

in violation of the 1794 statute. Interpreting this breach of the 17p4
Ay \

law as also a violution of the Athletics"charter'pf1incgrporation, tie -




-

‘court warned the Athletics not 'to sghedule any more Sunday gamés under °

in it prohibitlng baseball on Sund%&s. In auu1tion, Sunday bqseball v .

[}

-
.

is ‘ / : : c e

. "\—‘RM

Court. 1In Aprilmof 1927 John R.'Geyer, coqnsel ‘for the nthlqtlcs::pte-

B
. L Y %
©

sented the baaeball club‘s arguTent.° The Athle c;tdid ndt violate

their charters the attorney contended becaust thetg was no provision -

! ~ :

whether or not admission 'is charged, Geyer:argudd, is not a'viorqtion of ~
. S oLt ) -

the 1794 law 'unless it, dioturbs or intertuptg/thé Eeligious worship of

- .

the comnunity." Counse% for thr~Comnonwealth disputnd cvery one of - . ,\L
Geyer's points. After weighing the\arguntnts for two'and one-Hal%monthe,
I, \

the state's supreme bench upheld the lower court decisi m gﬁat<pr6fep-:.

' ¥ 4 PR B
sggﬁgl baseball was a business and playing it on Sunday iolated the
b3 . 2&

Act of 1794, Mr. Justice William L, Schaffet wtote the maJority.opin-'

LIS WP .7
ion which declared the citizens of Pennsylvanbn.ps Chkisfians and Chris-" J 7

tianity part of. the state's comnon law,. "aqpoay is a*holy day anong

. . .
Christians," wtote Justice Schaffer, "hoﬂone "we tnink would- contend

- o°- -* — -

tnat professional baseball partakes in’ anx“way of tie naturp of holine s.“ \

,. [

hditotlalizing on, the Penhsylvanf§>8upteme‘Cqutt's @ec1sgoﬁi,&ews- r" !
N - ~F A
papers in Philadelphia and‘Pittsburgh urged the state legislatpre tQ\J. ”‘;“ -

27‘ If the s%ate legislature was géing to.repeal

. \ 4 X .

repeal the 1794 blue lawe.

’ : * te
the 1794 statute, some niew. tactic would have to be employedl*ﬁor the’ e i-
Pennsylvania lawmakers in 1927 turned down two more biile onening Shn- )
days to spoffa and amusements. At the next legislatiVe aeesﬁon in’ 1929 T,
I % \\l 1 ‘.‘"- N ‘*./)..

no less than five b}lls calling for modification of theuSunday laws bom-

barded the Pennsylvania House of Representatives. AlT five billg died . )
N . '~ . . , . } . N

- 13




. . 11
. s . 28 . o
in the Committee on.lLaw and Order. Throughout the twec:ties, sabbatar-
% o ' ' .
ian influences kept JPennsylvaniats Sundéy lav intact in ti.c legisiature.

©

By the end of the decade howeve Ya disrupte! econoay and the clecticn
y 7 ’ » p y

of 11bera1 pol%ticai leaders oupplied additional Prigsure to Opwvn T-e

. -/ -

./ i “
Sabbath. to vrofessional sporgs. <«
i *»

2

oo, ! . N
he Great Stock liarket er;h in the fall of 192. brought the

O “ '.ow . ~
. 7
"roarinw twentxes” to a. stag Lrlng halt. The ensuiny ccon nip Jeuwrescziun
=) e o '
brought on hard txmes. ‘jere existence was a strug ie [or rany. Unem-

. i [y -

4 N .
ployrent rose and tax base declined. As a result oi the dif. icuit ti-«s,

; new political leaders advocating.recform came forward. JOne such politi-
H o . ¢ ’

. ¢ian was the ney Mayor of Fhiladelphia, .arry A. lackey,—»c¢lected in 13 ..
. ~ ° . N .

Fy
v ~

-
Mackey favored an ""Open Sunday" as a posaiblé source of incomf.to s ist

the cn@y s fin ncially distressed rc.51dents.29 e spark.d the campaign

. ig Priladelphia to'abolish the state's blut laws tiis bitler rotests
of the 'Closed Scndai" inspired blue~law op;onents. Wiigiér Y'e .oper,
- I“gﬁaﬂelpéia c;uncilﬁén and !'rinceton Univgrsigy footb&}l coacli, too .

. B
. N . ’

t{,'

charge of the local %orces and pushed a res-iution thraﬁ h city council
N L . & . . ) - ¥
calling fo; aA§pec1a1 comnittee.of five to studygiennsylvania's blue

law. Ropa} Becaue chairsan of the Blue Laws Comittee. Durin; the
‘ . “3 . . R o
sumr.er .of 1930, the committee conducted hearinis in Philadelphia to de-

’ . ° Py

termine the publlc sentlment regardin;, the Sunday laws. & sinilar com-

.

- TN T Ny .
*mittee in Pittsburgh,ascertalngd the publicls attlt.de|there tow.ard the
. - o ! i
- .t . . f .
. ’ blue law. As a result of the Pl.iladelphia heurxnns, ZoperScormittes re-

cclved petltL01s contalnln( 300,000 signature:’ favorln the nodification

’ RS

. - T~
of the 1794 blue law. The cormittee's revelatinns of gtronn anti-Flue
* ” ) ;

M . 9 ' - B
law sentiment was encouraging to hotelmen aind tie.tre operats: . who had

o — -
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., long complained that prohibition and Blue laws inhibited their "businesses.

-~

The economic argument, however, had been advanced-in the past and failed. .
' . The conservative element, composed largely of legislators from rural dis;
- - £ ‘ 2 . .

tricts, dominated the Pend;ylmania General Assembly and repeatedly pre-

“ e - "
vented urban liberals from modifying the Sunday lawse. Inzgrticle for

. -

the New York .Times, Lawrence Davies captured this feeling when he.wrote:
S - PO T
il o sentiment in &pe amaller towns and boroughs . .-, brevails
. over the more liberdl big city ﬁeeling. s o o Many upstate dig- RN
tricts which are satisfiei with-existing conditions, and which :
+ ' \may even be lax in enforcing the iaw, continue, to have a feeling
of moral responsibility for the netropolitan areas'
aV%&Q_ Despite tWentyfyeats of constant seg-backs, "Open Sdbday",advoh >
£ e - ‘% YN Y ¥

N ;fates'cbntinued to push for modification of the 1794 blue law. Agita-
t

/tion in the cities for its repeal carried to the 1931 General aagembly.
Legislation on the Sunday sports’quesfion proliferated as urban legisla-

o

- tors proposed eight different measures on this controversial subject.31 e
- Only'two billa; the ones introduced by Repregeﬁtativés Schwartz and Den~

niﬁg, ﬁg;h-of'?hilaQelphydf were significant because they nearly accome

’ -

~plishep wha%‘Sabbath liberals in the Iegislature had advocated for the .

pasf twenty years--}epeai of the 1794 blue law.

. P
" d ~ . .
N ~ . . v,

< . ) . .
In late February, 1931, Louis Schwartz presented a measure chan-

-
-

ging ‘the hours of milk/delivery on Sunday mzfningg from nine to ten

+

-~

otcTock during the months when daylight*savings time was in use. -Two

months later, glinton A, Sowers of Philade[phia attached a rider to the
N\ Schwattz bill w;gch permitted baseball on Sunday afternoons between 2:00
. .end 5:§Q<pim., ovided the electoratetbn the locality where baseball

was to be played apptoved-of’such,games.:’2 The 5:30 p.m. curfew on Sun-

-

da& baseball was established in deferemce to those religioud denominations,

) . N . . .

] )
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» particularly Baptists and Methodists, whose practices included worship
L4 \ . ¢
services and youth-oriented pro&fams on Sunday evenings. .
\ : P
. | '
Sowers proposed the amendment because he believed the 1794 law

L i

discriminated against Philadelphia‘s §outh. City boys vere often arres-

A _ted for playing baseball on Sunday, while in the country law enforcement
offié{qls looked the otlier way when boys played baseball on-the Sabbath.
Referring to baseball as a "wholesome ané‘honest gsport,'" Sowers assured

the .legislature that it would keep youth active and out in the open, off

-

street corners, and away from pool rooms and other unsavory places. He

L)

denounced the overcrowded and deplorable conditions in the city and in-
:siéted that city dwelleté needed "some diversion on Sunday « « . and

- the kightest” -and most iﬁnocent,divgtsion ie + . o baseball." Frederick

,  Beyer also of Philadelphia quickly came to his colleague's defense. Like
4o . M
Sowers, Beyer resented the hypocrisy surro%fjizg the irregular eniorce=-

ment of the 1794 statute. le asked why the comnon people of Puiladelphia
sﬁoiid be denied Sundai baseball when the '"gentiemen and women of leisure”

/ . b

Blay golf at their fashionable country clubs on Sunday without & “murmur
) 33 _ ' :

<

'of protest?

: . ,Oppositioﬁ to the Sowers amemndment in the legislature came mostly
from’qutal‘districts. Sidrey V. Carmany of Venango County in horthwest-
.ern Eennsyvlvania 1odged one of the most bitter protests. According to

Carmariy, the preservation cf the Sunday laws was an '"absolute morai y
. recassity" because "corruption of morals usually follows profanation of
) ' s

_ the Sabbath,” Convinced that "ninety per cenf‘of all crimivnals « « .

. -

wele habitual Sabbath breakers before they becamé ‘criminals," the Venango

& , .
legisiavor warned that legalizing Sunday baseball would "debauch the
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children and young people and wean ¢them from everything that is spiritual,

and Pennsylvania will pay a fearful price some day in im:qprality."34 ror

_similar reasons, Hugh M. Stevenson of Mercer Ccunty in western lennsyl-
vania objected. He feared Sunday basgball would be "the entering wedge
to the ultimate and utter desecration of the 3abbath day.'" G. Alb;rt

Stewart, representing central Pennsylvania's Clearfield County, opposed

the Sowers amendment on sSecular grounds. He believed it was designed

.

- _,ﬂm‘_“,ﬂem;inelyfandmsolely in the interest cf/chose ﬁealthy owners of hasc~
b&iilEéénchises in the large centers of population.”™ He resentcd the
way the Sunday baseball riéer was fagtened to the Schwartz proposal.
The rider was attached after the milk bill won much suppgrt through the

sympathetic appeals of its sponsors on behalf of helpless babes who

ngeded milk on the Sabbath. 1In a derisive address, Stewart assailed the

absurdity of milk and baseball with thesé remarks: "It is about as il-

logical to tie on to a milkwagon the intercsts of organized bascball as
xit.;ould be to try to graft a lemon on a milkwged."35 These Sabbatarian

v@ices must have been heard, for the Schwartz biil fell just three votes

-

short of passing the liouse of Revresentatives. The actual vote was 102

in favor with 98 opposed, but the congtitutional majority required for
- \
passage was 105.36 - ' -
i
. {
Bernard Haggarty, a reporter for the Philadelphia Public Ledgér,-/

analyzed the defeat of the Schwartz bill. lie attributed the bill's de7

. v /

mise to the governor's lobbyists. Governor Gifford T'inchot did not want

to be confrented with vétoing the bill if it passed the Iegislature.//

Pinchot's chief lobbyists were John A. McSparren, S~cretary of Agricul-
. . ° i

ture, and Charles F. Armstrong, Comnissioner of Insurance. Ciergymen

©
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from all over Pennsylvania assisted them on the House floor. The most -

! prominent churchmen in attendance were the Reverend Messrs. William B.

-

'3

v

37 S

|
|
|

Forney and Thomas T. Mutchler.

Protagonists of the liberal Sabbath and the Sunday baseball lobby,

/ headed by Councilman Roper and Charles Denby, refused to accept defeat.

i

i Whep‘the Schwartz bill failed in the House, they imnediately threw their
| ) -,

support behind thle other bill which sanctioned .professional bga?hﬁhhgohz -
This

| . Sundays in counties where the electorate had voiced its approval.

measure, introduced by Steven G. Denning in early April, came up for con-
sideration and, debate during the fifst week of'May.\ Sowers proposed
several amendments dealing with Sﬁnday baseball which the llouse adopted.38

S——

~ ) . . - o :
5 The Denning bill in its final form was an improvement over the Schwartz

\\bilg because it gave second class townships special power to pass ordi=-

. ~ .
i .
nances banning Sunday baseball if that was the sentiment of their citi- .

-

zens, Previously, local officials of second class townships opposed ’ .

' ‘ modification of Sunday laws because they had no legal authroity to make

ordinances of anY*kind.39 With the appeasement of second class towne

ships the Denning bill passed the House one week ‘later, but died in the
. State Senate's Committee on Law and Order, dominated by senators from

rural countiés.ao Despite its demise in the upper chamber, the Denning

/ bill represented a significant triumph for the patrons of the liberal
/ Sabbath., Their cause gained popularity, but it took another two years
o \ < . .
before total victory was achieved. i

4

! L .

; ) After the special General Assemblies of 1931 anﬁ 1932 refused. to
adopt any one of several measures providing relief .for the unemployed

I
/
/’ with revenue derived from Sunday sports, 1 Louis Schwartz introduced a

Ay
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measure early in the 1933 legislative session quite.iﬁmilcr to the Den-

ning bill’ of 1931. The 1933 Schwartz bill, like the Denning bill,'called

—

for referenda on Sunday baseball in every iocalit%. Utere votcrs'approved;
baseball could be played on the Lord's Day. Saturated with Sabbatarian
and anti-Sabbatarian rhetoric in 1931, the House pushed this bill through
rapidly with little debate. In early February, less than one month after

rfté-;dzrodﬁctiQR\\the Schwartz bill passed the House by a 'substantial
. N

r

i

127-75 margiq.42
Néw it wdi the Pennsylvania.Sehate;s turn to debate the Sunday
baseball issue, th ugh by 1933 most orations on the subject were anti-

*

¢limactic. The Senate, considering ghe bill throughout February and

early ﬁarch, defeatednby a narrow 24-26 margin:43 Senator John J. McClure

of Delaw.re County cast the deciding vote. Had he voted in favor of the

bill as he had previously indicated, the vote wouldfhave been tied, forc-

ing Lieutenant Governor Arthur He James to'breaklthe deadlock. James
reportediy favored the Schwartz bill. Sundgy baseball a.vocates charged
McClure with following thkgadvice of .the State Republican Committee which
opposed the Schwartz bill. MFC1urQ insisted tht.at he %oted according to
his "own convictioﬁs."44 Sabbath-liberals,‘some politicians, andlbase-
ball men were dismaygd by McClure's action. Connie Mack of the Athletics

- called the bill's defeat a "terrible’blow" to his baseball club which was
struggling financially. Gergld!Nugent, president of the Philadelphia

. Philljes, expressed similar Sentiment wheg he said: '"HMajor lgague base~

\ ) bagebal ' .45
11 clubs without Sunday,cannot compete with those that do have it."

One week after ti:e Schwartz bill's defeat, Senator icClure, in a

surprise move, made a proposal te reconsider the Schwartz bill. Because
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the senator's opposition to the Schwartz bill was unpopul r with uis con-
stituency, he hoped '"to retrieve hﬁs slipping prestige! with the motion

to reconsider. McClure was also the originator of a beer 1iécnsing
. . \ .
measure pending before the Senaﬁe. In order to win enough le; isliative

support to pass his own bill, the Delaware County senator thought he had
to identify with the proponents of Sunday baseball. The Serate recon=-

sidered the Schwartz bill and pagsed 'it by a 26-23 count. \

.

bill
Voting on the Schwartzhyas drawn generally along geograpi.ical

lines. Urban legislators genérally supported Sunday baseball, while

!
i

.those from the country districts usually opposed it. Rural lawm.kers, as

e

a rule, rejected Sunday sports because there was a tradition of strong

o

pietistic—sentimcnt for the strict Sabuath in their districts. The atmos- '

bﬁére of the city and the ethnic Jnd religious diversity of its population

!
»

who did not share the puritanicaL/ethic of most rural inhabitants caused

-

.urban representatives to promotg a liberal Sunday. As a result, all eight
Fi f
senators from Philadelphia Couﬂfy supporfbd the bill as did fiye of six

Alleghény County senators. The advocatgs of Su&day basebali,,in order to
get this measure through, needed help from rural senato;s. They got it
from three senators representing counties in north ;entral Pennsylvania.
The political parties were divided on this iséue. Of\fﬁé forty-three
R;publican senators in the Pennsylvania legislature, twenty-three sup-
ported the Schwartz bill, nineteen opposed it, and one hbstained. The
seven Democrati; senators wvere also sp;it wifh three voting for the billi
and four voting against it. Thus, senators generally folfowed the sengi-,
ments of theiradistrict on the Sunday baseball issue and not tﬁa{ of~
their political party.

1Y/ ! . -
x

. htY L




18
‘Governot Pinchot received the Schwartz bill in Ap;il and signed
it into law. In approving the Schwartz bill, Pinchot did an aﬁoup face.
At the 1930 convention of the Friends of the Ptopef Observance of thé
§abbath, the governor promised to support all attempts to preserve the
- 1794 Sunday law;47 Evidently time, social pressures, popul:r sentiwent
for liberal Sabbath, and political expediency altered his thinking. The
_governor had his eye on one of-Fennsylvania's seats in the United States
Senaté ;né campaigned for that qffice; which efﬁded him fo; the fhird
time, in 1934.48 Rationalizing his changed attitude on tlic issue, Pin-
chot delcaéed he was "emphatically opposed to éhe EommeticalizaLi;n of
the Sabbath." Because Pennsylvani; had a host of Sunday activities, such
as the operation of trains, concerts, tennis, anﬁ‘golf, "the possible
addition of baseball and football between the hours of 2 and 6, if the
‘people of any }dcality’;ote for it, will not serionly ch.nge the pres-
ent picture.”" Pinchot decried the "unjust disctimiﬁaﬁion in favor of
th;-rich against .the poof; which was obvious tozven the most casu;1 obser-
vers The wealthy had ample opportunities to play golf and tennis on Sun-
days which %ere tolerated even during the hours of church setvxces, but
those without the financial resources had '"no yotrLSponding recreJtlon,

even when ch£tch services wére not beLng'held."49 '

/ .
Religious leaders scorned Governor Pinchot's ﬂecision. The Rev-

. .\ 2 . &Om F,%“ . y
erend Benjamin, S. Stull, chairman of the Sabbat P !the Methodist-Episcopal

Conference of Pg:ladelphia, said the governor did not have ''the motZl and

4spititua1 welfare of the state at heart' when he signed the bill. Ihe

T e

Reverend Mr. Forney called the approval of the Schwartz bill a ndefeat

of 'the Christian, patriotic, character-forming agencies of the Common-

’
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wealth' by professional baseball gntoréutu."so Although Pinchot alien-
ated numerous religious leaders and.some partisan Republicans, he "prob-
ably improved his standing with the elect?rate in genétal" by.approving
the Schwartg moﬁuure.SI The Pehnuylvani& Crgouders, and anti-prohibition
organizagion, fent the govérnor a congratulatory note for his liberal
view on the sunday baseball issue. If antieprohibitionists were delighted

-

with Pinchot's action, baseball officials were exstatic., This time they

.

had "the last hurrah! The management of Philadelphia's two major league

teams was jubilant. Perhaps Connie Mack epitomized ‘their position best

. . : i '
whenﬁhe said: "At last we have won our fisht.sz Mr. Mack knew Phila- -

delphians would not turn down Sunday sports at the November election of

1933.
\ . - . "
\ Connie Mack accurately predicted the outcome of the November elec-

-

tion. Voters in Philadelphia, ?ittsburgh, and a-‘dozen othér Pennsylvania
cities approved professional basebgll'and football as citizens across

the Commonwealth rejected prohibition, = close:relative to the Sunday
A .

blde laws, in a state-wide teferendmn§3 The Philadelphiagand Fittsburgh
electorates voted in favox ¢f Sunday sports by 7tol margina.sQ‘ With
the Sunday baseball issue finally settled, Pennsylvania's major leagué ‘

baseball teams eagerly awaited the 1934 secason to reap the highly coveted

‘ .
- .

profits of Sunday ball.
/ X o ;
Professional football, however, tasted the first fruits of the

>

triumph over Pennsylvania's archaic blug'lawo. On 12 November, the first
Sunday after the election, the Philadelphia Eagles and éittsburgh Steel~

, ers inaugurated Pennnylgania'a first legal professional sporting events
/ 3 >

on Sunday. The Eagles held- the awesome Chicago Bears to a 3-3 tie in

~
(]
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front of 20,000 Philadelphia rooters, while thé Steelers, known tien as

the Piraﬁes, bowed to Brooklyn, 32-0, before a home crowd of lZ,OG.;.JD

{
Philadelphia and Pittsburgh had been awarded National Football lLeague

franchises in July, 1933, in anticipation that the electurate in :oth

- .

[¢]

i cities would approve professional football ani basei ali on Sundays.
v .
According to Mr. Art Rooney, founder and owner of the Steelers, one did

i

not have to be very perceptive about the fate of Pen:sylvarnia's tlue,

-~

laws in the summer of 1933, for their repeal was a foregone conclusion.
"Everybody was against blue laws,'" Rooney stated. "You did not have to
. work hard to arouse opposition because so few people werc intorésted in

them."§7 vwith these words, ‘¥r. Rooney accuratgiy depié.ed the popular -
sentiment towagé_the blue laws in pittsburgh and Philidelphia. fhe

%bfe at the ﬂbbember election verifiud his oégirvatipn ahd indicatéd ~
éhat a large portion of Pennsylvania's populustion ;ould‘ﬁé longer acc

and obey an outmoded statute enacted 139 years earlier.
- \

A variety of forces, each interacting with one another, brouglt

.~

~

@

about the modification of Fennsylvania's archaic blué law to permit

1 .

sports on Sundays. Society chaﬁged drastically since the blue law was
* ., .

o - g . i
enacted in 1794. Eighteenth-century custons were no longer applicable
B ’ ° -

. ’

. to twentieth-century behavior, particularly after the Great 'iar and the‘_

\éocial revolution of the 1}920s had trig.ered simultaneously a sports

2 . ;

13 -
boom and the breakdown of the strict Sab.;ath.’ ) -
The 1794 blue law. received its severest criticism when most of //
America reacted to all forms of intolerance and censorship. americans

- .

attacked fundamentulism, the censored press, and proiivitisn. The latter

- was the central issue during the late twenties and early thirties. iro-




%a

| ) . 3 o1
j ‘ |
‘ hibition was a close cousin of Sunday blue laws in that both infringed

i . upon’pets?nal liberties and stipulated great resentment. It was no
« ] .

coincidence that the former was~tepéa1éd and ‘tHe latter modified at

approximately the same time in'?ennsylvania.

Al .

Although social pressures accounted, to a large .degfee, for the

the breakdown of the strict Sabbath in Pen:usylvania, tﬁé imiediate

causes plercing this barrier and fotdiﬁg it to crumble were economic.

Professional bgsebalf, viewing the blue lays as a financigl handicap,.
\ ~ ‘- . . . . .

. . N \ - -
advanced the economic argument in its campaign for Sunday sport. liotel;

+

] $ ' . . - o .
restaurant, and theatre owners, envious”of their.counterparts who,enjoyed

the fruits of‘thg open S:nday in néighboring states, also emphasized eco-

nomics. ‘The American economy, Lurned gloomy by the 1929 stock market
¥

crash and the ensuing economic depression brougi.t added support to the

economic argument. StaFe and local of:iciags looked for new sources of
. * 1 .
.unemployment relief, particularly in’urban greas where the gre-test con-
' . { ’ * '

cengtﬁtlons of jobless existed.
The vote on the Sunday sports issue &as drawn generaiiy, though
- d
not completely, along geogqaphical lines. .Urban legislators aividly advo=-

cated Sunday sport because they believed it to be in the best economic and

,humani&ptian interests of their comrunities. They maintained tihis posi-

I
tion when they learned that large segmenfs of the urban populace regarded

4

the Sapbatﬁ as a day for recreation Qnd|festivity. Most rural legisl.:tors,

a )

possessing a strong affinity for the strict Sabbath by nature of the

ttaditibnally conservative outlook of their constituents, opposed Sunday

sport. Rural inhabitants not only’objected to Sunday#gpétt and recrea-

- tion in their own areas which, ironically, were olten engaged in without
. ) . . - *

. , .
L) \ 4 . -,
bd - I3




oppoqiiibn, but théy also felt coépelled to keep Sunday sport out of the. p.
%

cities, ‘ ~ .

Political expediency was the key determinant of the legislative

vote on Séndqy sport. Legislators tendeu to disregard the positioé of
their political party and 9nflected thé scntiment of tiveir distr;cts.

Because the rural districts dominated‘the Pennsyl;aniq legislature, - R
urbahn ;epreaentat1Vea‘needed the aupport of some :ural legislators in

order to modify the 1794 act, making Sunday baseball and football -legal.

-

=7

-

Several rural legislators, whose congtituents did not ftbwn upon Sunday

spotts, cast their lot with the sponsats of Sunday basebal‘ and football .

.

for political reasons. They hoped thexr a%firmatlve votes .qn the $undax

.- N N B

sporte issue would atttactkengugh return votes to pass measures favorable

to them. : . -

-
- [}

> This analysis of the movement for Sunday sport in Penansylvania is

significant because it has exposed a side of Pennsylvania society not

-~
ey

readily visible. It has provided a view of Penisylvania through its :

citizens' sports and amuscments. Such a view has revealed the growing

-~

popularity of sport in Pennsylvania and the potent influence of organ-

v

iied sport, particularly .professional baseball, in/providing the final

thrust toovercome strong Sabbatarian and piefisti# resistance and open .

Pennsylvania's Sabbath to sport. 1In that 8portg/ana amusements reveal
T\‘ / A . .
valuable information about a society's manners ,and vior, tihis study

I

of the Sunday sports movement has provided a éteatet understanding of

the nature of Pennsylvania and the character of its people.
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